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DETAILED ACTION 

Examiner acknowledges a submission of the amendment and arguments filed on 
March 29, 2007. Claims A1 - 41 are deleted. New Claims 42 - 71 are added. A new 
Office Action follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 42, 43, 46, 48, 50 and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Watkins III et al. (US 6,999,295). Regarding Claim 42, Watkins III et al. 
disclose following: a method, performed by an apparatus, the apparatus for Interfering 
with locomotion of a target by conducting a current through the target, the method 
including: providing a first pulse of the cun-ent (see Fig. 7), the first pulse having a first 
amount voltage; It further discloses a second pulse of the current having a second 
amount of voltage, which Is responsive to a result of monitoring (col. 6, lines 4-11). 
The microprocessor continuously performs monitoring of the target electrical 
parameters (col. 8, lines 30 - 44, col. 17, lines 4-11). Monitoring provision of the first 
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pulse is inherent in tlie mode of operation of the system, since as Fig. 5C shows, first 
stage pulse application results in is a dramatic drop of impedance and subsequent 
activation of the second pulse cannot be provided unless the impedance drop is 
assured (col. 6, lines 4-11). 

Regarding Claim 43, Watkins III et al. disclose determining an amount of 
delivered charge and whether a charge greater than a threshold amount was output 
from the apparatus during provision of the first pulse (claim 31). For known value of 
capacitor and known shape of the pulse a measured voltage presents indication of 
charge. 

Regarding Claim 46, Watkins III et al. disclose providing the first pulse including 
storing energy in a capacitance (shown in Fig. 1); and monitoring further comprises 
detecting a decrease in an energy stored in the capacitance (shown in Fig. 6). 

Regarding Claim 48, Watkins III et al. disclose providing the second pulse having 
the second voltage lower than the first voltage (Fig. 4B). 

Regarding Claim 50, Watkins III et al. disclose providing the first pulse sufficient 
to ionize air in the gap In series with the target (see Abstract). 

Regarding Claim 51 , Watkins III et al. disclose the first voltage being a peak 
voltage (Fig. 6). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fornis the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth In section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

Regarding Claims 44 and 45, Watkins III et al. disclose the microprocessor 
continuously perfomiing monitoring of the target electrical parameters (col. 8, lines 30 - 
44, col. 17, lines 4 - 1 1 ). As Fig. 5C shows, first stage pulse application results in is a 
dramatic drop of impedance (col. 6, lines 4-11), i.e. it Implicitly discloses existence of 
the threshold. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified the Watkins III et al. to provide the threshold 
to distinguish between high and low values of impedance, because this is the only 
known way to establish transition between the high and the low values of impedance. 
Accordingly, substantial reduction of the impedance shown in Fig. 5C provides an 
indication that the first pulse achieved its goal of accomplishing ionization of air in the 
gap. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1 . Claims 52 - 71 are allowed. Reasons for that are as follows: an in dependent 
Claim 52 discloses, inter alia, the second pulse generation being conditioned on results 
of testing of the path existence conducted at the time of the first pulse. Such limitations 
in combination with other limitations of the claim have not been found in the collected 
prior art of the record. 
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2. Another independent Claim 56 discloses, inter alia, some elements of two stages 
being overlapping. Such limitations in combination with other limitations of the claim 



3. Claims 47 and 49 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. The reasons for that are that 
Claim 47 discloses, inter alia, the second pulse having a voltage sufficient for ionization 
of the air gap and Claim 49 discloses, inter alia, the second pulse carrying the voltage 
higher than the first pulse. Both limitations combined with other limitations of the claims 
have not been found in the collected prior art of the record. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examjner should be directed to Zeev Kitov whose cun-ent telephone number is (571 ) 
272 - 2052. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 - 4:30. If attempts to reach 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Brian Sircus can 
be reached on (571) 272 - 2800, Ext. 36. The fax phone number for organization where 
this application or proceedings is assigned is (571 ) 273-8300 for all communications. 



have not been found in the collected prior art of the record. 



Conclusion 



Z.K. 

4/10/2007 




